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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. This action is responsive to an amendment filed 04/17/2006. Claims 1-4, 7, 8, 12, 15, 16, 
19 and 26-33 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 04/17/2006 Remarks have been fully considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection which is deemed appropriate to address all of the needs 
at this time. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Regarding claim 31, the phrase £ the server' on page 6, line 7 lacks sufficient 
antecedent basis. 



Claim Objections 

5. Claim 31 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase "network 
appliance" in line 2 appears to be "server". Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 {JSC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 12, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Akamine (U.S. Patent No. 6,629,635). 

Regarding claims 12, 15, with respect to fig.2,3,5,6, Akamine teaches a method for 
converting wireless signals to machine-accessible information for configuring a PC (item 60, 
fig.2) [i.e., server], comprising: 

receiving infrared signals containing the dot code [i.e., configuration information] via an 
infrared unit 70 (fig.3) [i.e., first interface] (col.7, lines 32-33, col. 14, lines 65-67, col. 15, lines 1- 
10, 22-48); 

decoding [i.e., converting] the infrared signals to machine-accessible configuration 
information (abstract; col. 6, lines 65-67, col.7, lines 1-31); 

configuring a second interface of the server to operate based on the configuration 
information, wherein the second interface is capable of two way communication with a network 
(col.6, lines 65-67, col.7, lines 1-31, 59-67, col.8, lines 1-2); 
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displaying on a display of the server an indication of the configuration information of the 
second interface, wherein the configuration information was received via the first interface 
(fig.2,3; col.15, lines 22-65). 

Regarding claim 16, Akamine teaches that the wireless device further comprises a device 
capable of generating, coding and transmitting a radio frequency signal (col.6, lines 65-67, col. 7, 
lines 1-31, col.9, line 67-col.lO, lines 2). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 



Application/Control Number: 09/823,386 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2614 

10. Claims 1, 3, 4, 7, 26, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hollstrom et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,968,365) in view of Akamine (U.S. Patent No. 
6,629,635). 

Regarding claim 1, with respect to fig. 1,3, Hollstrom teaches a server comprising: 

a network interface capable of two way communication with a network (fig. 1,3); 

an infrared interface to receive infrared signals that originate externally to the server and 
communicate user input network configuration data for the network interface (abstract; fig. 1; 
col.3, lines 34-40, 60-64, col.4, lines 48-62); 

circuitry coupled with the infrared device to receive the configuration data and enable 
network interface to provide network functionality based, at least in part, on the configuration 
data (abstract; fig. 1 ; col.3, lines 34-40, col.4, lines 48-62); 

However, Hollstrom does not specifically teach a display device, circuitry coupled with 
the display and the network interface to provide, in part, a confirmation display of the network 
interface confirmation data received through the infrared interface. Akamine teaches these 
limitations (fig.2,3; col. 15, lines 22-65). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kaiser to incorporate a display 
device, circuitry coupled with the display and the network interface to provide, in part, a 
confirmation display of the network interface confirmation data received through the infrared 
interface in order to provide an accuracy of the received data. 

Regarding claims 3 and 28, Hollstrom teaches an Internet Protocol address (col.4, lines 

48-62). 
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Regarding claims 4, 29, Hollstrom fails to teach "a personal digital assistant (PDA)". 
Akamine teaches a personal digital assistant (PDA) (fig.20, item 200). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Hollstrom to incorporate a personal digital assistant (PDA) as taught by Akamine. The 
motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to have the quick access to the 
device. 

Regarding claim 7, Hollstrom teaches the server further comprises inherently an infrared 
interface cover (col.4, lines 48-62). 

Regarding claim 26 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1 . Furthermore, Hollstrom teaches a second network interface to receive electromagnetic 
signals [i.e., radio frequency signals] according to a Bluetooth protocol that originalte externally 
to the server and communicate user input network configuration data for the first network 
interface (abstract; fig.l; col.3, lines 34-40, col.4, lines 4-8, 48-62). 

11. Claims 2 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hollstrom et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,968,365) in view of Akamine (U.S. Patent No. 6,629,635) 
further in view of Linares et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,442,032). 

Regarding claims 2, 27, Hollstrom in view of Akamine fails to teach "a rack-mounted 
server". Linares teaches a rack-mounted module [i.e., server] (coll, lines 56-58, col.2, lines 60- 
62). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Hollstrom in view of Akamine to incorporate a rack-mounted server as 
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taught by Linares. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to provide 
support guides for the module. 

12. Claims 8 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hollstrom et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,968,365) in view of Akamine (U.S. Patent No. 6,629,635) 
further in view of Sheridan et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,725,032). 

Regarding claims 8, 30, Hollstrom in view of Akamine fails to teach "a liquid crystal 
display (LCD) to display an indication of the configuration data received via the wireless 
interface". Sheridan teaches that a liquid crystal display (LCD) to display an indication of the 
configuration data received via the wireless interface (abstract; col.2, lines 41-46). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Hollstrom in view of Akamine to incorporate a liquid crystal display (LCD) to display an 
indication of the configuration data received via the wireless interface as taught by Sheridan. The 
motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to display the configuration 
information. 

13. Claims 19 and 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Akamine (U.S. Patent No. 6,629,635) in view of Hollstrom et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,968,365). 

Regarding claims 19, 33, Akamine does not specifically teach "an Internet Protocol 
address". Hollstrom teaches infrared signals (col. 4, lines 48-62). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Akamine 
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to incorporate an Internet Protocol address as taught by Hollstrom. The motivation for the 
modification is to have doing so in order to decode the web content based on the IP address. 

Regarding claim 31 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 12. Furthermore, Akamine does not specifically teach receiving radio frequency signals 
conforming to a Bluetooth standard via a first interface. Hollstrom teaches receiving radio 
frequency signals conforming to a Bluetooth standard via a first interface (fig. 1 ; col.4, lines 4-8). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Akamine to receive radio frequency signals conforming to a Bluetooth standard 
via a first interface as taught by Hollstrom. The motivation for the modification is to have doing 
so in order to provide radio frequency signal conforming to a standard for communicating over a 
short range. 

Regarding claim 32 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 3 1 . 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Toth et al. (U.S. 7,016,882 ) teach Method and apparatus for evolutionary design. 

15. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S. Elahee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7536. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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